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including two trips to the College
World Series in Omaha. He has rightly
been named National Coach of the Year
by the American Baseball Coaches As-
sociation and the Collegiate Baseball
Newspaper. He never gave up on his
team, and he inspired his players to
persevere through the tough times.

I wish Coach Bianco the best of luck
this week as he now leads Team USA
at an international tournament in the
Netherlands, where he is joined by two
Ole Miss players, Hunter Elliott and
Jacob Gonzalez.

I also congratulate Michael Avalon,
Head Coach for the Pearl River Wild-
cats, who, after leading his team to a
national title, was named National
Coach of the Year for Division II junior
colleges.

I commend the University of Mis-
sissippi, Pearl River Community Col-
lege, the University of Southern Mis-
sissippi, and Mississippi State Univer-
sity for carrying on Mississippi’s win-
ning tradition.

Two years ago, after a season cut
short by the COVID pandemic, Ole Miss
catcher Hayden Dunhurst boldly said:

I have never been a part of a team so spe-
cial . . . We will bring a National Champion-
ship to Oxford.

And so they did. Congratulations and
Hotty Toddy.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi.

Mrs. HYDE-SMITH. Mr. President, 1
also am very pleased to congratulate
the University of Mississippi baseball
team on its recent 2022 NCAA World
Series championship.

If there is anything an Ole Miss fan is
sure of it is that the Rebels love to
keep you on the edge of your seat.
Some fans were nervous when the
Rebels hit a midseason slump, but, boy,
this talented team hit its stride right
at the perfect time.

The players knew all along they had
it in them to take it all the way. They
even issued a warning in early May:
Don’t let the Rebels get hot. Well, the
Rebels did get hot, and they were able
to be there to be the team that no one
saw coming and the team that no one
could stop.

Their impressive and exciting run
through this year’s College World Se-
ries speaks volumes to the Ole Miss
baseball program, its leadership, its
players, and, of course, its fan base.

Mississippi’s energy has been electric
following the win, especially at Ole

Miss’s first-ever national baseball
championship this year occurred after
Pearl River Community College

clinched the NJCAA Division II base-
ball championship in June and after
Mississippi State University’s win just
last year.

Mississippi’s sports culture is strong
and it is not to be underestimated. We
take great pride in the legacy and in-
spiring example of these young ath-
letes and their coaches.

To the entire Rebel baseball family,
thank you for your hard work and dedi-
cation to the sport. To Ole Miss and to
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our great State, congratulations and
Hotty Toddy.

I yield the floor.

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mrs. HYDE-SMITH. Mr. President, 1
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mrs. HYDE-SMITH. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call
be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
PETERS). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The majority whip.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that all postcloture time on the
Barr nomination be considered expired
at 11:30 a.m. tomorrow, Wednesday,
July 13.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

U.S. SUPREME COURT

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, last
month the Supreme Court completed
one of its most consequential and, in
many ways, disastrous terms in Amer-
ican history, issuing a flurry of deci-
sions that have upended our constitu-
tional landscape.

In the scope of just a few weeks, the
Supreme Court’s radical new super-
majority trampled over decades of
longstanding precedent and usurped
the power that has been traditionally
left to Congress, State legislatures, and
even individual Americans.

In fact, for the first time in the his-
tory of the United States of America,
the Supreme Court revoked a constitu-
tional right: the right to reproductive
healthcare.

What we have seen from this Su-
preme Court is not guided by any co-
herent philosophy. It is judicial activ-
ism, plain and simple. The Court’s rad-
ical majority is cherry-picking its way
across text and history to impose their
own ideological agenda on the Amer-
ican people, and, in so doing, the ma-
jority is not only damaging the Court’s
constitutional integrity. They are un-
dermining the health and safety of the
American people.

Let me explain, starting with one
ruling that will severely limit the Gov-
ernment’s ability to address what
could be the greatest challenge of our
time—the climate crisis. The case was
West Virginia v. the EPA. The conserv-
ative majority on the Court mis-
construed the law passed by Congress
to side with the fossil fuel industry
over the health of the American people.

When Congress enacted the Clean Air
Act more than a half century ago, it
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charged the Environmental Protection
Agency with protecting our air from
harmful pollution, including green-
house gases, which are causing cata-
strophic and irreversible damage to our
planet. As Justice Kagan emphasized in
her dissent, if the current rate of emis-
sions continues, children born this year
could live to see parts of the eastern
seaboard of the United States swal-
lowed by the ocean. Rising waters,
scorching heat, and other severe
weather events can force mass migra-
tion, civil unrest, and, in some parts of
the world, even failure of state govern-
ment. And, of course, Black, Brown, in-
digenous, and other communities bear
the largest burden of environmental
disaster.

With the Clean Air Act, Congress
rightfully recognized that scientists—
not politicians or judges—should be the
authority on deciding the best methods
to reduce emissions from powerplants.
It was under that authority that in 2014
the EPA proposed the Clean Power
Plan. That plan would have markedly
reduced greenhouse gas emissions, but
it never went into effect.

That is important because article III
of the Constitution requires that there
be an actual case in controversy in
order for the Supreme Court to issue a
ruling. Because the Clean Power Plan
never went into effect, there was no
case or controversy to refer to, but the
Supreme Court still went out of its
way to reject the plan and toss it aside
in West Virginia v. EPA. Worse yet,
the Court claimed it had the authority
to do so by relying on something the
conservative majority calls ‘‘the major
questions doctrine.”

Listen to what Justice Kagan said
about this in her dissent:

The current Court is textualist only when
being so suits it. When that method would
frustrate broader goals, special canons like
the ‘“‘major questions doctrine” magically
appear as get-out-of-text-free cards.

The ‘‘major questions doctrine”
might sound like a legal word salad,
but it will have serious consequences
on America. In short, the radical ma-
jority on the Court declared it has the
authority to veto any Federal regula-
tion it doesn’t care for; that is, unless
Congress spells out every single detail
decades in advance.

Here is the deal. As good as we are in
the Senate and the House, lawmakers
are not clairvoyant. We write laws like
the Clean Air Act to address evolving
unforeseen challenges like the climate
crisis, and we grant Agencies the power
to create regulations to address these
challenges based on their singular ex-
pertise.

In West Virginia v. EPA, the Su-
preme Court’s radical majority decided
that their own ideological goals on the
Court were more important than the
expertise of the world’s top scientists.
And with this ruling, the Court has
made it clear that they are coming
after public Agencies responsible for
protecting our public health. They
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